The NIEHS held a Symposium on the Environmental Genome Project on 17-18 October 1997 at the National Institutes of Health in Bethesda, Maryland. The purpose of the meeting was to facilitate a free exchange of information about the Environmental Genome Project among "a diverse group of scientists working in the areas of genetics, gene-environment interactions, molecular epidemiology, and issues of genetic testing" (1) . After attending this meeting and reading the recent reports on the Environmental Genome Project in Science (2) and Nature (3), we are concerned that several important issues of interest to the readers of Environmental Health Perspectives are not being adequately addressed by the NIEHS.
The goal of the Environmental Genome Project is to "facilitate identification of functionally important polymorphisms in environment response genes that may determine differences in disease risks to environmental exposures" (1) Basic scientists have rarely had to address broad public policy issues resulting from their investigations, but genetics has increasingly become, like epidemiology, as much a tool for public health as a scientific discipline. The point on which everyone seems to agree is that improving public health is the primary goal of biomedical research. It will take careful thinking to ensure that the Environmental Genome Project serves this purpose.
The letter from Loffredo, Silbergeld, and Parascandola raises several interesting issues that I would like to address in the context of the overall concept of the Environmental Genome Project. The Environmental Genome Project is an outgrowth of a longstanding interest on the part of the NIEHS and the larger scientific community in the relationship between environmental exposure and disease and the influence of genetics upon this relationship. In their letter, Loffredo, Silbergeld, and Parascandola express concern about whether the sample size proposed for initial studies by the Environmental Genome Project is sufficient for assignment of allele frequencies, and they urge caution in dealing with the ethical, social, and legal implications of the A 368
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